While comparing constitutions belongs to the ubiquitous activities of constitutional lawyers and political scientists, the methodology of comparison is not very developed in constitutional law. No doubt, intercultural dialogue is required to handle rich substantive comparisons. But such dialogue is hindered by divergent constitutional traditions rendering it difficult to even find an entry point for comparisons. The textoriented approach is suggested here as an entry method and the dialectical approach as the overall method of comparison.
I. Standardized Constitutionalism

Towards International Constitutional Law
While comparative law at large is still a study in ongoing diversity, constitutional law has so strongly converged already, that comparisons lead to recognizing a body of 'International Constitutional Law'. International standards have evolved over the last decades by ongoing development and synchronization of constitutional provisions in politically related nation states. The European Court of Justice relies on a 'constitutional consensus' among the member states of the European Union. Beyond Europe, International Constitutional Law evolves by more specific requirements for good governance -both in political organization and basic rights. Legal standards do not establish a formalized constitution claiming supremacy over the national legal systems, but already some international organizations and courts legislate and adjudicate in ways that cannot easily be evaded by nation states. 1 Therefore, both the (formal) establishment of interna- 
The History of Comparing Constitutions
Famously, ARISTOTLE compared the constitutions of his time and presented a classification in books III and IV of his 'Politics'. His concept of 'constitution' is substantive, i.e., does not require the form of a written document, but focuses on the way a city state (polis) is actually organized. 
The Concept of Constitutions
There are at least two distinct meanings of 'constitution' -a formal and a substantive one. In the substantive sense, any organized way of conducting the operations of a state or other entity make up its 'constitution'. In the formal sense, a constitution is a written document containing legal rules and principles claiming 
Criticism Towards Comparing Texts
What is so difficult about comparing constitutions by textual analysis? First of all, constitutional documents are highly incomplete. They therefore only hint at the actual practice in a legal system, i.e., its working constitution or "governance".
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Textual Analysis as a Starting Point
With all the imperfections of textual analysis, the text of constitutions is still a starting point for grasping the content of constitutional order. It emphasizes the contemporary focus of a given socio-political system. In FINER'S picturesque characterization: "A constitution resembles a sharp pencil of light which brightly illuminates a limited area of a country's political life before fading into a penumbra where the features are obscured". 11 Textual analysis does not assume a world development towards an ideal constitution, 12 but it does accept the international communities' tendency towards trying new instruments of constitutional law and abolishing others. Constitutional texts are necessarily incomplete, but they tend to encompass a description of the most fundamental elements of the actual political order. The constitutional text might be misleading at times, but a revisable text tends to get adjusted to political reality by amendments. Some written constitutions are ineffective and none are necessary to the very existence of a state, but certain parts of certain constitutions are obeyed most of the time, thereby transcending the state of mere fiction or decoration. What happens after the end of a presidential term or after dissolution of parliament is often readily available in and predictable by the constitutional text.
The Fifth Method of Interpretation (Häberle)
As a technique to understand the meaning of legal texts, comparative interpretation has been assigned the status of a "fifth method" 13 beyond the classical canon of literal (grammatical), systematic, historical and purposive (teleological) 
III. Methods of Constitutional Comparison
Since the formal character of textual comparisons does not sufficiently inform us about the actual difference or similarity in content, more substantive approaches have to be pursued in addition to the text analysis as an entry method.
Substantive Comparison
Most contemporary studies rely not on the constitutional texts, but on constitu- 
Traditional Method
To avoid the disadvantage of eclectic comparisons, a more extensive method has evolved for constitutional comparison on a larger scale. If, for example, an international research project about the judiciary tries to analyze the current differences and similarities of the constitutional framework for that power, a long list of questions is drawn up and experts from the respective countries answer these questions on the basis of their constitutional law. This leads to a combined presentation of constitutional texts and administrative or judicial decisions. The resulting views are called country reports (Länderberichte). Only after each of those reports has been drafted on the basis of the national viewpoint, the comparison begins, mostly by bringing the researchers together in a conference to present their views and, hopefully, arrive at some ad-hoc-comparison. The methodological reasoning behind this complicated two-step-procedure is the belief, that only an "objective" presentation of each country's constitution by the experts from that country and in the terms of that country's legal language can be honest to the sources. Directly looking at a constitution with the preconceptions of the constitutional law in another country is considered incorrect -politically as well as academically.
Dialectical Method
A disadvantage of the traditional method results from the fact that drafting country reports burns most of the research energy. In many cases, after everything is presented, hardly any time or motivation remains for detailed analyses of the similarities and differences. Therefore, an alternative method has been suggested for constitutional comparison. Rather than presenting independent country reports on a neutral platform, it directly looks at a specific issue from the partial viewpoint of a single constitution. This will, admittedly and intentionally, lead to 
Reflexive Method
A quite similar, more psychological approach to creative comparison of constitutions is the reflexive method. 22 It also starts with the conscious assumption of a non-neutral perspective, but compensates for the resulting lack of mutual understanding by openly fostering intercultural and intersubjective competence. During the comparative process, a change of perspective has to take place in order do distance oneself from the original viewpoint. To concede that a phenomenon of another legal culture cannot be grasped due to an inherent strangeness of "the other" is the starting point. Consciously experiencing strangeness opens the door to a dialogical and self-critical learning process.
IV. Constitutional Typology
Systemic Dichotomies
While comparative private law has a long tradition of arranging legal systems into "families", this approach is of no use in constitutional law. We do not lack useful dichotomies -monarchy vs. republic, bicameral vs. unicameral parliament, pro- A bicameral parliament can be symmetric by requiring mutual agreement for every legal act (United States of America, Switzerland), or it can be asymmetric by assigning some state functions to only one chamber (France, Germany).
Typology Instead of Classification
Altogether, the overlap between legal systems does not line up, but remains quite diverse. Having a distinct class of states with identical properties (Westminster System) is the rare exception. Therefore, we can only rely on some features being similar while others will remain different. At most, this leads to typologies, not classifications. We cannot, for example, assign a legal system to the "class" of presidential democracies and then conclude that there must be a constitutional court with the power of judicial review.
Common Tasks
Apart from the systemic dichotomies mentioned above, there are some tasks every legal system has to cope with. The separation and balance of powers, particularly the issue of judicial independence, is among those tasks. Crucial questions of value judgments in fundamental rights (death penalty, abortion) are to be addressed. The need for constitutional change must be answered by procedural provisions as well as substantive judgments about the utmost extent of possible revisions (constitutional entrenchment). Term limits for governmental and judicial positions are at issue. The installation of a constitutional court with the power of judicial review is a feature currently quite en vogue, but not at all necessary in the process of constitutional development. And finally, political rights can be channelled into democratic participation with strong features of direct control (Switzerland), or they can, at least on the national or federal level, remain focused on a system of representation (Germany, United States of America).
Objectives of Comparison
Since each of these common tasks can be freely combined with the systemic dichotomies mentioned above, the resulting legal system is often quite unique.
This reflects on the objective of comparative constitutional law. Rather than looking for similarities and grouping legal systems together, the comparison should first capture the constitution within the loose net of typologies and then concentrate on the distinctive features of this particular legal system.
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